22                                BACON.
even if we admit his own statement (and I can see no reason why we should not) that he had never allowed any bribe or reward to influence his decisions, I should not hesitate to call a crime. But at the same time I cannot but think that it is a crime for which, when we take into consideration the habits and sentiments of the age, posterity has exacted far too severe a penalty.
The Lords, of course, after Bacon's own confession, had no alternative but to find him guilty. The verdict was agreed to unanimously. But as to the sentence there was much difference of opinion. What may be called the Court party, including the prince and Buckingham, advocated the more lenient course, while what may be called the popular party was in favour of severity. The sentence at last agreed upon was that he should pay 40,00O/. as fine and ransom, that he should be imprisoned in the Tower during the king's pleasure, . that he should be for ever incapable of holding any office, place, or emolument in the State or Commonwealth, and that he should never sit again in Parliament or come within the verge of the Court. The Lord Admiral, that is, Buckingham, is alone entered as dissentient. The sentence was delivered with all due solemnity in presence of the Commons, but Bacon himself was absent on account of grievous sickness. However hard the sentence may have been in the particular instance, . it at least had the good effect of stopping from that day forward all pecuniary transactions between judges and suitors.
Bacon's committal to the Tower was for a time deferred by his sickness, but, to satisfy the Lords, some of whom were beginning to be impatient for the execution of their sentence., he was actually imprisoned for about a eoujle of nights. The fine was never exacted, and indeed, being the first charge on his estate, served to protect him from other creditors. In accordance with that clause of the sentence which banishednee may explain, though it does not excuse, the weakness to whieh hi1 yielded. That weakness,tch 6, 1616-17, Lord Ellesmere, who had long been. II. KLKN, F.R.G.S., Autl,,,roi " I-V
